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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to the application filed on January 23, 2004, the 
election filed on December 16, 2005 by which claims 1 and 2 were cancelled and claim 
3 was added, and the election filed on February 2, 2006. 

Election/Restrictions 
Applicant's election without traverse of claim 3 in the reply filed on February 2, 
2006 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 3 is rejected as failing to define the invention in the manner required by 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

The claim(s) are narrative in form and replete with indefinite and functional or 
operational language. The structure which goes to make up the device must be clearly 
and positively specified. The structure must be organized and correlated in such a 
manner as to present a complete operative device. Note the format of the claims in the 
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patent(s) cited. The following are examples. Applicant should review the daim in its 
entirety. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the diameter" in line 8. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 3 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete 
for omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such omission 
amounting to a gap between the necessary structural connections. See MPEP 
§ 2172.01. The omitted structural cooperative relationships are: "closely to one 
extremity of said flat base" (lines 12-13) it is unclear what the applicant regards as 
"closely" which is a relative term and therefore one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
unable to ascertain the requisite degree of the claimed invention. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "said perforation" in line 14. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "said distance" in line 14. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

The recitation, "both the diameter of each of said pin and a distance between 
said two pins are so commensurate with both said diameter of each said perforation and 
said distance between two consecutive perforations that a light-press fit between the 
former and the later when engaged together occurs" in lines 13-15 of claim 3, and the 
recitation, "the internal diameter of said socket being commensurate with the external 
diameter of said tubular element" in lines 19-20 of claim 3, render the claims indefinite. 
In particular, neither the "perforations" or the "tubular element" are an element of the 
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claimed device and it is improper to seek to define claimed structure based on a 
comparison to some unclaimed element. In this case, the boundaries of the claims 
cannot be properly ascertained because one would not know whether their device 
infringed the claims until someone else later added "perforations" or a "tubular element". 
In other words, a device as defined in the claims would infringe the claims with one 
particular set of "perforations" and "tubular element" while the exact same device would 
not infringe the claims when another set of "perforations" and "tubular element" was 
used. Accordingly, the features of the device, itself, must be defined instead of relying 
upon a comparison with an ascertained element. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete 
for omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such omission 
amounting to a gap between the necessary structural connections. See MPEP 
§ 2172.01. The omitted structural cooperative relationships are: "disposed closely to 
another extremity of said flat base" (line 17) it is unclear what the applicant regards as 
"closely" which is a relative term and therefore one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
unable to ascertain the requisite degree of the claimed invention. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the external diameter" in line 20. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "said tubular element" in line 20. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 
Des. 319,573 (Rogers '573). 

Rogers '573 shows a bracket incorporating a flat base (1 ; see marked-up copy of 
Figures 1 and 3 below) having rear (6) and front (5) faces and two pins (2 and 3) 
projecting from said rear face (6); and a socket (4; it is noted that the definition of a 
socket, according to Webster's II Dictionary Third Edition, is "an opening into which 
something fits) on said front face (5) of said flat base (1). 

It is noted that since the "inclined support-display assembly" (and all its 
components) are being functionally recited in lines 1-10 of claim 3, a reference need 
only be capable of being used with such structure in order to meet the claim language. 
Thus, although Rogers '573 does not show such structure, it is capable of being used in 
such a way, and thus is considered to meet the claim language. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. U.S. Pat. No. 4,405,108 (Muirhead '108) and U.S. Pat. No. 
5,894,610 (Winter '610), for disclosing various brackets with socket and pin designs. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lindsay M. Maguire whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6039. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 7-4. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on (571) 272-6777. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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